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Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. at fax number (571 ) 273-8300, 
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James Milton 
Attorney for Applicants 
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Date of Signature: June 14, 2010 

Commissioner for Patents 
Mail Stop Amendment 
Group Art Unit 2614 

Attention: Examiner Rasha S. Al Aubaidi 

P.O. Box 1460 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Fax Number (571) 273-8300 

PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir 

Applicants request review of the final rejection of this application. No 
amendments are being filed with this request. This request is being filed with a Notice 
of Appeal. The review is requested for the reasons stated on the attached sheets. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1 . 3-8, 10-23 and 25-30 are pending in the appHcatlon. Claims 1 , 3-8, 10- 
23 and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a). 

Rejection Under 35 U,S,C. S 103 (a) 

Claims 1 , 3-8, 10-23 and 25-30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over U. S. Patent Number 6,608,891 issued to Pelletler on August 19. 
2003 in view of U. S. Patent Number 6.625.141 issued to Glitho on September 23, 
2003. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 
First, applicants' claim 1 recites. 

"a service control component that provides to one or more telephony devices of a 
plurality of telephony devices on a call, one or more services associated with one or more 
numbers associated with the one or more telephony devices on the call; and 

one or more application server components which cooperate with the service 
control component through employment of a Session lnitiatk)n Protocol to establish one or 
more data stfe5tfns between the service control component and the one or more 
application server components to provkJe the one or more services* 

As stated in the Final Office Action, Pelletier does not teach or suggest "a 
Session Initiation Protocor. This is because Pelletier discloses Intelligent network 
system components that utilize the SS7 protoooK as stated in column 6. lines 43-50, and 
the ISDN PRA protocol as stated in column 6, lines 45-48. 

The Examiner has asserted that Pelletier discloses *one or more application 
server components which cooperate with the service control component to establish one 
or more data streams between the service control component and the one or more 
application server components to provide the one or more services". Applicants agree 
that Pelletier discloses a SN/IP 20 that may be a computer or a communications server, 
as stated in column 6, lines 42-43. However. SN/IP 20 Is directly connected to a TCP/IP 
Interface 22, a radio freouencv fRF) interface 24. a database 26 and SSP 14. See FIG. 
4. SN/IP 20 is not directly connected to a service control point, e.g., SCP 18. SN/IP 20 
obtains Information via TCP/IP interface 22 and RF interface 24. and saves the 
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information In database 26 fronn where information is sent to subscribers. See column 6, 
lines 52-58. Pelletier does not disclose that SN/IP 20 fonvards the Infonnatlon to SCP 
18 to provide services. Thus, Pelletier is missing the *'one or more application server 
components which cooperate with the service control component to establish one or 
more data streams between the service control component arxJ the one or more 
application server components to provide the one or more sen/ices*' elements, as recited 
in applicants' claim 1 . 

Second, applicants agree that Glitho discloses a Session Initiation Protocol used 
to communicate with SIP network elements. However, the proposed combination of 
Glitho with Pelletier does not reflect the specific limitations recited in applicants' claim 1 
since the resultant system would riot be a properly functioning system. Specifically, 
Pelletier's technique requires the use of common channel sionalinq based on signaling 
system 7 protocol for communications between the SCP and other intelligent network 
system components, as stated In column 5, lines 35-50. 

By contrast, Glitho's technique does not use common channel signaling based 
on signaling system 7 protocol for communications between the SCP and other 
Intelligent network system components, because Glitho discloses that SIP messaging 
formats are extended so that SIP servers are provided with the caoabillty to a ccess the 
service tooic stored in IN-based nodes. I.e.. SCPs. as stated in column 7> lines 15-30. In 
fact, Glitho teaches away from the proposed combination because Glitho discloses that 
the two protocols, SIP and intelligent network (i.e.. SS7), follow different approaches and 
cannot be easily combined harmoniously, as stated In column 2, lines 18-33. Also, 
Glitho discloses in column 2, lines 22-33, 

"SIP is a lightweight, text-based protocol designed for Internet 
applications where space efficiency Is of little concern. On the other hand. IN 
protocols are binary (i.e., coded in the Abstract Syntax Notation or ASN) and 
optimized for providing a large variety of VAS with parameters provided in rather 
complicated data structures. Using IN protocols to remotely access service logic 
in the context of SiP-based networks, accordingly, implies imposing additional 
functionality on IP telephony entities and introducing an extra category of 
"heavyweight' protocols in the network environment/' 
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In other words. Giitho offers a technical basis for not combining SIP and the SS7 
protocols as disclosed in Pelletler. Thus, the system resulting from the proposed 
combination would not be a properly functioning system based on Pelletier 

Third, there is no nnotivation to combine Pelletier with the teachings of Glitho. 
This is because the problem that Pelletier addresses is the need for a system that 
provides an infonmation service that enables a subscriber to quickly obtain desired 
infonrration without requiring that the subscriber memorize numbers or spend additional 
money on hardware. See Pelletler, column 1, lines 63-67. By contrast, the problem that 
Glitho addresses is the need for a service provisioning solution which advantageously 
provides remote service access capability within a SIP-based telecommunications 
networtc. See Glitho. column 2, lines 34-37. As known by those skilled in the art, SIP is 
used for user sessions that involve multimedia elements, e.g., multimedia conferences, 
multimedia distribution, distance teaming, Internet Telephony, etc.. and Pelletier does 
not disclose multimedia elements- Since the teachings of Pelletier adequately address 
the problem of a system that provides an information service that enables a subscriber 
to quickly obtain desired infomnation, and Pelletier does not disctose user sessions that 
involve multimedia elements that require SlP-based network elements, there is no need 
for SIP in Pelletier. Furthermore, the addition of SIP in Pelletier would require the 
purchase of SlP-based networic elements, e.g.. SIP servers, in contradiction to 
Pelletier's objective of providing an information service without spending additional 
money on hardware. See Pelletier, column 1, lines 63-67. Thus, those of ordinary skill 
in the art would not be motivated to combine Pelletier with the teachings of Glitho. 

Accordingly, since a person skilled in the art would noi look to combine the 
references as suggested and since the combination would not result in the invention as 
claimed, applicants submit that the combination and resultant rejection are improper, 
and therefore claim 1 Is allowable over the proposed combination. Since claims 3-8, 10- 
22 and 27-30 depend from altowable claim 1, these claims are also allowable over the 
proposed combinatton of Pelletier and Glitho. 

Independent claims 23 and 26 each have a limitation similar to that of 
independent claim 1, which was shown is not taught by the proposed combination of 
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Pelletier and Glitho. For example, claim 23 recites "establishing communications 
between one or more service control components and one or nnore application sen/er 
components through a Session Initiation Protocol to establish one or more data streams 
based on the information'', and claim 26 recites "means in the one or more media for 
providing, by one or more service control components communicating with one or more 
application server components, one or more services to one or more telephony devices 
on a call through employment of a Session Initiation Protocol to establish one or more 
data streams between the one or more service control components and the one or more 
application server components'*. The proposed combination of Pelletier and Glitho does 
not teach or suggest these limitations for the above-mentioned reasons. Therefore, 
claims 23 and 26 are likewise allowable over the proposed combination. Since claim 25 
depends from claim 23. this dependent claim Is also allowable over the proposed 
combination. 



In view of the above remarks, withdrawal of the rejections and/or reversal of the 
rejections of all daims pending is respectfully requested. 

If a telephone conference would be of assistance in advancing ttie prosecution of 
this application, feel free to call applicants' attomey. 



Conclusion 




Milton 
/fttomey for Applicants 
Reg, No. 46,935 



Dated: June 14, 2010 



Carmen Patti Law Group, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
(312) 346-2800 
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